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Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

AMENDMENT AND RESPONSE IN REPLY TO OFFICE COMMUNICATION 

Sir: 

On October 7, 2003, the OfiBce issued an Office action in the above-referenced case. The 
Assignee replied on January 7, 2004. The Office issued a communication on June 7, 2004, 
indicating the Assignee's 7 January reply was not fiiUy responsive, insofar as it failed to indicate 
how newly-presented claims 34 and 38 were patentably distinct fi-om the prior art of record. In 
response to this communication, the Assignee submits the current paper. This Amendment and 
Response reiterates the remarks and amendments set forth in the 7 January paper, in addition to 
discussing the patentability of claims 34 and 38. Accordingly, the status identifiers for the 
claims remain the same as those set forth in the non-entered 7 January paper. 

Amendments to the Claims are reflected in the listing of claims which begins on page 2 
of this paper. 

Remarks begin on page 12 of this paper. 
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